
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMliSSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



09/105.528 



06/26/98 KNOWLES 



N 



i::R9-98"062 



r 



TM02/0604 



025259 
IBM CORPORATION 
3039 CORNWALL I 6 RD« 
DEPT- TSl / B503. PO BOX 12195 
REASEARCH TRIANSLE PARK Ht 27709 



EXAMINER 



LE.U 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2171 
DATE MAILED: 



06/04/01 



Please find below and/or attached an Office comniunicatipn concerning this application or 
proceeding. 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



PTO-90C (Rev. 11/00) 




Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/105,528 



Applicant(s) 



Knowles 



Examiner 



Uyen Le 



Art Unit 

2171 




The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet ysfith the correspondence address 



MONTH(S) FROM 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments regarding claims 1,4,8,15 have been fully considered 
but they are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection presented in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections- 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. Claims 1 . 7, 8, 14, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Fintel et al (US 5,903,478). 

Regarding claim 1, the claimed computer readable code for implementing a 
visually-oriented technique for navigating an object model is met by the fact that the 
system of Fintel allows displaying and navigating an architecture visual model including 
a plurality of objects (see the abstract, column 2, lines 15-44). The claimed sub process 
for displaying a browser merely reads on the fact that the system of Fintel includes user 
interfaces used to edit the model. The claimed sub process for retrieving and displaying 
a set of elements in said browser, said elements representing said object model is met 
when the system allows users to retrieve and display information such as customer, 
product (see Figure 181). The claimed sub process for enabling a user to select one of 
said elements, sub process for retrieving and displaying relationship information from 
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said model when said selected element is a component of said model and sub process 
for enabling said user to select one or more relationships from said displayed 
relationship information are met when Fintel shows that the user can navigate and edit 
relationships (see Figures 175-201). Clearly, in order to edit relationships, all the 
claimed sub routines have to be present in the system taught by Fintel. 

Regarding claim 7. Fintel shows a conventional browser (see Figures 194, 195). 

Claims 8, 14 correspond respectively to a system for the computer program 
product of claims 1, 7, therefore are rejected for the same reasons stated in claims 1, 7 
above. 

Claim 15 corresponds to a method for the computer program product of claim 1 , 
therefore is rejected for the same reasons stated in claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed o[;^escribed as 
orth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been o^v-ous at *e hme ti^e 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-6. 10-13, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fintel et al (US 5,903,478), in view of applicant's admitted prior art at 
pages 3-5, 25. 

Regarding claims 3, 5. although Fintel does not explicitly show an action list, 
applicant admitted that techniques for performing action choices are well known in the 
art (see page 25. line 4). Since the browser in the system of Fintel is an interactive tool 
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for developing an object model, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include a sub process for presenting an action list in order to allow the user to 
navigate through possible actions with each element. 

Regarding claim 4, since relationships possess different characteristics, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the action list actions 
tailored to the selected one or more relationships. 

Regarding claim 6, official notice is taken that it is well known in the art to filter an 
action list to limit the choices appropriate to each model. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include filtering the action list while 
implementing the code in order to limit the actions appropriate to each model in the 
system of Fintel. 

Claims 10-13, 17-20 correspond respectively to a system and method for the 
computer program product of claims 3-6, therefore are rejected for the same reasons 
stated in claims 3-6 above. 



4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Chow et al (US 5,642,51 1 ) teach a system and method for providing a visual application 
builder framework. 



Conclusion 



5. /Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Uyen T Le whose telephone number is 703-305-4134. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 7:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on 305-9707. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 308-9051 for all 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 305-9000. 
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